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Plain Anſwer 


TO A 
POPISH PRIEST, &c. 


Know nothing that uſeth to be objected againſt our 
Orders, but that either, 

t. Wehave not a true Succeſſion of Biſhops. Or 

z. No true form of Orders. Or 

3- That our Ordainers are Schiſmaticks, or He- 
reticks, and ſo cannot ordain : for as for that ridiculous 
ſilly exploded Story of the Nags-head Ordination, it re 
quires a very hard Forehead at this time of day to own it, 
when We have ſo often prov'd from Authentick Records, 
that Archbiſhop Parker was ordain'd in the Chappel at Lam- 
beth by more than three Biſhops, and all his Brethren ac- 
cordingly, agreeable to the Canons of the Ancient Church: 
and if this be deny'd, L will be at any time reſponſible for 
an Authentick Copy of thoſe Records. 

Now to the firſt Objetion, That we bave no true Suce 
ceſton ; 1 anſwer, 

1. That there is a double Succeſſion, of Dotrine, and of 
Perſons ; as to the Succeſſion of Dofrine, We have better 
proofs than they ; We believing all that hath been believ'd 
by the Catholick Church of Chrift as neceſſary to —_— 

A 2 while 


(2) - 
while the Romaniſts have introduc'd too many both Do- 
| Qrines and Praftices unknown to Antiquity. 

2. That as tothe Sncceffion of Perfons, | 

x. That proves nothing without Succeſſion of Dodrines ; 
for many of the Heretica/ Churches, as the Romaniſts ac- 
count them, of the Eaf?, can ſhew as good a Succeflion as 
they can at Rome. | . 7 

2. We tave bad ich a Succeſſion from the very foun- 
dation of our Chureh3 ant if tt be obje@ted, rhat We can- 
not ſhew a compleat Catalogue of the Names of our Bi- 
ſhops : 

4 We fay it is not neceſſary ; For muſt there have been 
_o_ fent from any Towns.in Eng/and to Parlia» 
ment, "becauſe, as I ſuppoſe, no man can ſhow a Liſt of 
the Names of all the ſeveral Perſons that ferv'd there for 
every. Town fince the firſt Inſtitution > And were thereno 
Kings in many parts of the World, becauſe we-cannot give 
an account who was. the firſt, and the ſecond, &c #2 

2. Some of the Churches, to. whom the Romaniſts al- 
low a Succeſſion, cannot ſhew compleat Catalogues, as the 
Churches. of: Zheſſalonica, Epheſus, Phbilippi, Corinth, Smyr- 
1a, &tc. and yet no- man denys that they have Epiſcopal 
Sacceſſion '88 them. 

. 3- Not:is the Sncceſſion of the Roman Church ſo un- 
doubted as They would make ir ; for it is queſtionable 
whether St. Peter were ever Biſhop of Rome (in the true 
Eccleſiaſtical: ſenſe of the Word) nor can their beſt Au- 
thors to this day tell us who were his.immediate Succeſlors ; 
and among them, how many of their Chronologiſts have 
made rwo Men, and two Popes of One ? (for Cletw and 
Anacletus were undoubtedly the ſame Perſon ) and if we 
conſider how many Anti-Popes there were in the times of 
the great Schiſms, under which that Church labour'd, and 
that there are many differences. between rhe French and 
Italian Writers about the number of'their Popes, and who 

were 


| _. TY 
were the true Succeſdors of St. Peter, the Freech acknow- 
ledging the Auti-Popes of Avignion. «( And the Princes of 
each Country, during thoſe Schiſms, enibraring the Inte- 


. reſts of that Pope who was of greateſt uſe and advantage to 
them) and how many vacancies there were, when they 


had no Pope at all, we have no great reaſon to depend (© 
much on their Succeſſion. And whereas | 

4. The Fathers, to prove Hereticks to be men but of 
yeſterday, and to hiave op' true Succeſſion from the A- 
poſtles ( as Irengw , Tertullian, Auſtin , Optatus, &c. ) 
inſtance in the Succeſſion of the Church of Rome, we are 
toremember that they were We/ters Fathers, and ſo thought 
fit, as it was moſt proper, to inſtance in the Succeſſion of 


.the Weſtern Patriarch ; not but that other Churches could 


plead the fame Succeſſion, but that this Patriarchal See 
was the neareſt at hand : and they withal declare, That 
they could with the ſame Reaſon inſtance in the Succeſſion 
of other Patriarchs, whole Seats 7ertullian calls Mother- 
Churches, as well as Rome, _ 

The ſecond Objeftion is, That we have no true form of 
Orders ; and that none can confer that on another, which he 
bath not himſelf. To which I anſwer in general, That if 
that Aphoriſm be true, then an Infidel, that baptizeth, 
cannot give Baptiſm, becauſe he himſelf is not baptiz'd ; 
and yet the Roman Church allows ſuch Baptiſm to be va- 
lid in caſe of Neceſſity. 

But in particular we ſay, 

1. That neither Chriſt nor his Apoſtles inſtituted any 
form of Words; and if Chriſt did not inſtitute any form of 
Words, then Orders are not a Sacrament, from their own 
Principles; for to every Sacramentis required, as they ſay, 
an outward Sign, and an inward Grace, and a form of 
Words toconvey that Grace: for, I ſhauld be glad to meet 
that Man who would ſhow me, that any one elſe bur 
Chriſt can inſtitute a Sacrament, or that our nies = 

vere 


64) 
livered the Holy Veſſels, ( the Paten and Chalice) to the 
Apoſtles, and gave them power to offer Sacrifice for the 
Quick and Dead. 

2. We keep that Matter and Form which the Apoſtoli- 
cal Church us'd in giving Orders, viz. Impoſition of Hands, 
and Prayer, x Tim. 4-14. 2 Tim. 1.6. Atts 6.6. chap.13.3. 

3- Many of the Romifþ Church allow this to be ſul 
cient. 

r. In the Caſeof the Greek Church, whoſe Orders they 
allow to be valid, though they uſe not the Roman Form. 
And 

2. For this Reaſon F. Walſh,San#a Clara, and ſome others 
of the Roman Church allow our Orders to be good, 

4. We are ſure that our Matter and Form is not only agree- 
able to the Apoſtolical Writings, tut to the PraQtiſe of the 
Ancient Church, St. Chryſoſtom, Hom. 14. in Att. fays, This 
is Ordination, The hand of Man is impoſed, but God worketh 
All, and it is his Hand that toucheth the Head of bim that 
is Ordained, Nor can the Romaniſts themſelves thew us a- 
ny ſuch Matter as Theirs is, of touching the Veſſels depu- 
" ted to the uſe of the Bleſſed Euchariſt, or Form, as that of 
their Church, Recerve thou the Holy GhofF, &c. with a 
Power to make the Body of Chriſt till above 8co years 
after our Saviour's time. . 

The third Objeftion is, Tour Church is Schiſmatical and 
Heretical, and ſo cannot confer Orders. | 

To which we anſwer, That the Charge is unjuſt, and 
that in truth the Hereſie and Schiſm lies at the door of the 
' Church of Rowe; and if their Argument be good, let them 
conſider how they will be able to vindicate themſelves, 
But take the Charge for granted : 

1. The Ordination of Hereticks and Schiſmaticks was 
lookt upon to be valid in the Primitive Church. 

2. The Greeks are accounted by the Romaniſts not only 
Schiſmaticks, but Hereticks, as well as we, and or their 

rieſts 


(5) 
Prieſts are not re-ordain'd; nay, many Greeks are ſent 
from the Seminary at Rome to be ordain'd by thoſe Schif- 
matical and Heretical Biſhops in the EafF. | 

3. If no Orders given by a Heretick be valid, what 
becomes of their own, among whom ſo many Popes were - 
Heretical, Liberius an Arian, Honorius a Monothelite, 
Tohn the 22d in ſome Points a Saddace, &c ? 

4. If Orders ve, as they reckon, a Sacrament, and the 
Sacraments give an indelible CharaCter, where is that in- 
delible CharaQter, ( Conc. Florent. in UVnione, & Trident. 
Seſſ” 7. c. 9.) If he who was once duly order'da Biſhop , 
when he turns, as they call it, Heretick, cannot give Or- 
ders ? 

5.: Many of their Authors do ſay, That bare laying on 
of Hands, without uling any Words at all, is giving of 
Orders ;, and ſome, That the Pope's ſaying, Be Thou a 
PrieF, is (ufficient: as if a Man ſhould fay, that ſprink- 
ling a Child were baptizing it, when the Miniſter faid ne- 
ver a Word; Or that ſaying, Be Thou a Chriſtian, were 
ſufficient to make it ſuch, without ſprinkling the Child, 
or dipping it in Water, And | 

6. At laſt, to make the moſt of it, and to'take it for 
granted, which, we ought not, that our Biſhaps were Schif- 
maticks and Hereticks, what 1s ſaid by them of Laymens 
Baptiſm, and ſuch like Caſes, will be pleaded for this, 
What ought not to be done, is valid when it is done, i, e. it 
ought not to be reiterated, becauſe there is an indelible 
CharaQer given. | 

And when they Obje& that we had our Orders from 
them, and yer have left them, it is eaſily anſwered, 

.1. That we had our Orders from them, as they from 
the Apoſtles ; and we have ſeparated no farther from them, 
than they from the Apoſtles, #® 

2. That this doth not make us any more beholding te 
them, for handing down our Orders to us, than they are 

B to 


(5) 
to the Jews, for handing down the Scriptures of the Old 


Teſtament to them ; All being bwing, not to the Chari- 
gl the Men, but to the wiſe Providence and Goodneſs 


od, who hath fo taken care of his Church. 

To all which 1 fabjoyn, That we have a greater aſſurance 
of the validity of our Orders, than they can have. of 
theirs. 

I. Becauſe they make the Intention of the Prieſt neceſ. 
fary te every Sacrament, and amongſt the Sacraments 
they reckon Orders ; ( Council of Trent, Seſ 7. Cas. 11.1) 
and we know, that no Man can be ſure of another Man's 
Intentions ; and have been told, that ſome of their Biſhops 
have confeſs'd, that whenever they gave Orders , they ne- 
ver intended to make a Prieſt. | 

2. Becauſe, if the Perſon Ordained, or Ordaining, be S. 
moniacal ; if the Pope, who made the Biſhop, be ſo, or 
there were no juſt Intention when either of them were 
baptized, and ſo upward to the firſt Prieſt or Biſhop who 

ve Baptiſm or Orders, then all that is done by ſuch Men 
is by their own DodQtrine invalid. oY 
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AN 
ANSWER 
2» TOTHE . 
Oxford Animadverter's Refletions 
On the 


FOREGOING PAPER 


Ina LETTER 


T O 
'T.R. 6G. H. D.D. D.W. 


Nibiweritas erubeſcit, niſi ſolummodo abſcondi. 
Terrul. adv. Valent. n. 52. 


SIR, 

Was much ſurpriz'd, that the imperfe&, and un- $e#. r. 

corre&t Paper, written by a Hand, which you 

knew, was not mine, and which at beſt could pre» 

tend to be no more, but a C«r/ſory Eſſay ſent you 

for your private View, ſhould be fo haſtily, with- 

out conſulting the Author, ſent to the Preſs; for had your 

Intentions been communicated to me, I ſhould have ta- 

ken care to have ſent you ſuch a Copy, ( with ſuch Notes, 

and Explanations) as ſhould have faved my furious Ad- 

2 verſary 
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verſary the trouble of expoſing himſelf, while he ſtudies 
to aſſault an Unknown Antagoniſt, who hath learnt long 
fince to deſpiſe ſuch weak, and unmanly Efforts of a 
Paſſion deſtin'd to ſupply the want of Argument, and 
which offers Prote&ion to a baffled Cauie, that is not a- 
ble by other Reaſons to defend itſelf. = 

Nor are ſuch Methods to be wondred at; for of late 
there hath appear'd a Claſſs of Men, whoſe Tatent lies in Af- 
ſurance, and bold Afﬀirmations,in running down their Ad- 
verſaries with loud Clamours, and Noiſe; in diſowning 
plain Matters of Fa& themſelves, and requiring others to 
prove Negatives ; who can outface Records, and challenge 
Originals of Forgery; while Conſtantine's Donation, and 
the many Chartularies of the Benediftines ( and other 
Orders) muſt not be controverted, ( among all which at- 
tempts of theirs, I wonder, they had not in ſo many Apes 
ſhown us a Deed under our bleſſed Saviour's own Hand 
and Seal for the Supremacy of St, Peter and his Succeſſors ) 
but perhaps the men, who have skill in foiſting into the 
World fuch Writings, are moſt ſuſpicious, that they ſhall 
meet with the ſame dealing; and it may be pardonable to 
them, when the Cauſe is deſperate, to fall in Lame with 
Raillery, and pleaſe themſelves with little Boaſts, and to 
aſſault a ſingle Sheet never deſtin'd for the Publick, while 
the Repreſenter hath deſerted his Poſt, and ſo many excel- 
lent Treatifes written by our Divines againſt their Church, 
are to this day unanſwer'd. 

And had I not learnt at this time of day not to wonder 
at any thing,l ſhould have been aſtoniſhr at the modern way 
of managing Controverſies: to omit their unmanly Lan- 
guage, that ſerves inſtead of Sylogiſm, they have a peculiar 
talent of denying, that rhe Sun ſhines Shew them what 


their moſt celebrated Authors affirm, they deny it to be the 
Senſe of their Church (though their Church hath. never 
condemn'd thoſe DoQtrines, nor their Authors, but on the 

contrary 


contrary. Canoniz'd (ome, and preferr'd the reſt. ) Shew them 
the Decrees of their Councils, tor depoſing Heretical Prin- 
ces, &c. they either tell-you, they were Decrees of Coun- 
cils, but not decreed Conciliarly, or that Coancils may err 
in Matter of Fat, or that their Deciſions do' not bind, 
but in Matters of Faith., ( and what thoſe Articles are, 
themſelves only know, for it General Councils cannot ex- 
plain Articles of Faith, I know not-who can) or that no 
Canons bind , but what are enforc'd with an Azathema at 
the end of them, as if that word were of the Eſſence-of a 
Conciliar Sanftion. 

Shew them the Deciſions of their Popes, even the Je- 
ſuites themſelves are now ready to grant, that the Pope 
may Err, that the Ivfallibility hath left St. Peter's Chair, 
that they have,Uſurpt upon the Rights of Princes, ( and 
ſhould have faid, of Bilhops too, but that they are no 
Friends to the. Order ) and to maintain their Uſurpations, 
have fa{ffzed even their very Miſal ; and to conclude this 
Paragraph, whatever you can prove againſt them ot of 
their moſt applauded Writers as to their DoCtrines, or 
Practices, is not the Doctrine of their Church'at preſent. 
« Tranſubſtantiation, and the Real Preſence are the fame 
« thing with them now ; the Corporeal, and Spiritual Pre- 
« ſexce of Chriſt in the Sacrament, the ſame; the Prayers 
« directed to Saints in Heaven, and our deſires offered'to 
«a Friend alive, and preſent with us, the ſame; the Popes 
* Supremacy but a Primacy, his Authority over Princes 
« but Dire&ive, not Coercive, his Infallibility derived to 
« all Roman Catholics, fo that they ſhare equally in it, by 
* the B/1:kloifts in: their Notion of Tratlition, &c. As if 
they had liberty to deal with their own Popes, and Coun- 
cils, as the:Syned at Conſtance did with qur.Blefſed Savi- 


' our's [aſtiturtion, who took away the Cup fromthe” Laity, 
and abrogated the Precept- ( Drink ye all of it) with a. 


Non obſtante to our holy Maſter's expreſs Command, 
- | | I 
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I ſhall not conſider the Gentleman's Coxcluffors, arm'd, 
with which he enters the Liſts againſt thoſe two great Men 
now with God, Archbiſhop Bramhal, and Dr. Z/ammond, 
( and none but a fierce Aggreſſor, durſt attack a dead Man ) 
atid which ſeem to me to be built on theſe two Propoſi- 
tions, 1. That our Church did always agree with that of 
Rome, and was ſubje& to it. 2. That no juſt cauſe may 
be given for any Church, that hath communicated with 
the hurch of Rome, to ſeparate from it ; both which Pro- 
poſitions are notoriouſly falſe. For I intend particularly 
to advert to his Avimadverfions on the Author of the Plain 
Anfiwer, &c. When he Treats with a picquancy of Wir, and 
a finehieſs of, Style, that is peculiar to'him, while I muſt 
profeſs, that T never yet underftood,, how buffonery can 
be reconciled to the ſober way of managing the Contro- 
verſies, which too unhappily divide Chriften om ; but this 
Author's little Treatiſe hath its Beauties, that no one en- 
vies it;_its Meen, and Air are haughty , 'and contemptu- 
ous, and I know not any good man, who will be hisCom- 
petitor for ſuch Accompliſhments. 

For which reaſon it would not be neceſfary to take no- 
tice. of his ,very obliging CharaQer of the Autor of the 
Paper, &c. ( whom he calls Poor man, Pamphleteer, Mi- 
niter and no Divine, &c. beſides frequent infinuations, 
that he hath »either Learning, nor Honeſty. ) Were it nor, 
that I would take this occaſion to affure the Wortd ; thar 
' I forgive hini,.. that 1 never imagin'd a bad Argument 
could be helpt out of the Mire by hard Words, and ſharp 
Refle&ions, and above all, that neither the Morals, nor 
Religion of the ( pretended ) Infallible Church will gain 
_ the greater Neem in Mens Minds; becauſe the moſt ap- 

plauded Caſuyts of that Communion (rthe'Feſairs ) have 
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. averr'd, *'That a man may lay to bis Eremies Charge, as ma- 
0. 5, . . $3 . © - $ \'% - . 
9. decal. c. YY Crimes, of which he u_ not Guilty, as will ſerve to make 
2. Lol, 3. the Slanderer's Defence, and that, who ſo does thus, does 
. 4 * = 
not 
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gue from the Schiſm,. or Herefie of the Ordainer, that the 


() 


not fin againſt Juſtice, nor is bound to Reftitution. But this 
is not aff tor,they affirm, * That a Man may kill Fis Ene- hone 


ſo to ſtate his Objections ingenuouſly, repreſenting them 
candidly, and giving them what force belongs to them : 
which Rules, how this Gentleman, who is my Antagoniſt, 
hath followed, his Þrawendo's are plain demonſtration. 

He calls it, $. 1.. a Forge, that our Romiſh Adverſaries 5 1. 
aſe to objeft againſt our Orders, that our Ordainers were Here- 
tics, or Schiſmatics, and fo could not Ordain. But Taverrit 
again, that it hath been uſually objeCted, though not in 
their late Books of Controverſie ; yet by fome of their 
Prieſts, particularly by one of that Communion, in an- 
ſwer to whom the Plain Anſwer was written. Now what 
Forgery is it to lay down fairly the ObjeQHlons of an Ad- 
verſary, as himſelt ſtates them, and then to anſwer them. 

I cannot help it, if their Prieſts urge ſuch Arguments as 
will not hold Water, and the' Charch of: Rome doth not al- 
low of, Am I bound to make an Apology for their Igno- 
rance and Miſtakes? and yet,ſhould T have negleRed to have 
given an Anſwer to the ObjeCtion, I well know, who - 
would have made his Boaſts of a Victory. How comes 
this Gentleman to tell me; how I ſhouldFrelate a Matter 
of Fat, which I well knew, while he was at the diſtance 
of many Miles from the place? If he hath this knack of 
making himſelf preſent in many places at once, I ſhall be 
the more eaſily perſwaded to believe Tranſub/tantiation. 

| Andyet at laſt he may keep the hard Forehead to him- &. 8. 

ſelf, when he averrs, ( ibid.) That Papi never - ar- 


Power 


(12 ) 


Paper of conferring Orders is null.  For.either their Church 
of this Age 15 not of the ſame mind with the Roman Church 

of former Ages, or my Adverſary hath either forgotten, 
or is ignorant, how much that queſtion was formerly dif- 
puted among their Popes and Schoo/men, Whether Ordina- 
tions were void, and to be reiterated, that were made by 
Heretics, Schiſmatics, Excommunicate Perſons, or Perſons 


* V. Ordo. degr led, ( or as * Angelus de. Clawaſio words it, Vrrum 


$. 2, Mm, Þ 


95+ 


+ De facr. 
Eccl. crdi- 
nat.part.3. 
EXCTICIL, 5. 


— 
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Epiſcopus, qui refigyavit Epiſcopatui, vel degradatus, here- 
ticus, aut excommunicatus eſt, conferre poſſit ordines ) up- 
on which ſubje& the learned + Morinus is very large, and 
plainly ſhews, that the Myfter of the Sentences knew nor, 
what to make of the Controverſie; and that, ZZago de S. 
Viftore was of opinion, That Heretics could not : conſecrate. 
the Sacrament of the Eucharift, becauſe they were not right- 
ly Ordaind. And of: this opinion 1s Gratian; and Gul. 
Parifenfis ſays the ſame of Biſhops, that are degraded ; and 
Oſtienſis ſays, it was the: opinion,,of the Ancients, ( Quid 
ergo, fi quis Epiſcopus a Schiſmatico fuerit ordinatus ? dix- 
erunt antiqui, quod nulla eſt talis conſecratio, & ideo,non 
confert _—_ taliter « -o(aad ) That no Schiſmatic Bi- 
ſhop could confer valid Orders. Ei lcd, | 
If therefore their qwn Church hath been a long time 
troubled with this Controverſie, with what a peculiar 
Air is it ſaid, That Papiſts never argue from the Schiſm , or 
Herehe of the Ordainer, that the Power of conferring Orders 
7s null, , And if it be faid, that the Papiſts of the prefent 
Age do not {ay fo, Lanſwer, 1. As above, that it hath 
been fo ſaid, and if all the Men of his Church be not of this 
Gentleman's mind, I cannot help that. 2, It ehe preſent 
Church differs ſrom the Antient in ſo material a point as 
this is of the Yalidity of Orders, ( on which depends the 
Efficacy of the Eucharif?, and the Remiſſion of Sins). Where 
15 their Ifallibility, or the Indefetible, Unalterable Tradi» 
tion of the Roman Church ? 


And 


C 13”) 
And becauſe he calls this a meer Fillion, 1 will thew, $ 11. 
that in his own Church formerly Ordinations made by Hz- 
retics, Schiſmatics, Biſhops depoſed, Simoniacs, Biſhops res 
moved from one See to another, Biſhops admitted to the highs 
eſt Orders without ſome due time interpoſed between their e- 
tring into the ſeveral previous Orders were vacated, and that, 
not only with-ceſpect to the Exerciſe of their Funtion, but 
with reſpe& to their Charatter. | 
And firſt, for Ordinations made by Hzretical Biſhops; &« z. 
the perſons ſo ordain'd, have been reordained by order of 
Popes and their Councils. Pope Urban the Second, in * his * Conc.To. 
Epiſtle to Peter, Biſhop of Piſtoia, &c. ( which is made —_—_ 
a part of their Canon-Law ) ſays, © That whereas Daiber- 
«< tus had been ordain'd by Nezelo Archbiſhop of Metz, 
&« ( who is faid by the Pope to have been an Feretic, Schiſ- 
« matic, and Excommunicate ) He reordained the ſame 
& Daibertus a Deacon; and atterward made him Biſhop of 
.* Piſa, and that for two Reaſons according to the Sen- 
« tence of two Popes ,' Innocent, and Damaſuws. 1. Be- 
& cauſe Nezelo, quia nihil habuit, &c. could not confer 
« that on another, which he had not himſelf... 2. Becauſe 
« whatever was 11! done, ought to be reiterated ; fo that 
theſe. Maxims, which Z/rban allows of, exclude not only 
' the execution' of the Power, but the very Power,. and 
CharaCter itſelf, affirming, That Hzretics neither give the 
Charatter, nor confer Grace, when they give Orders. 
, And for ſmall faults, or none at all, was a Biſhop ac- $ 13 
counted a Heretic, in the middle Ages of the Church. In 
the days of '+'/vo, Biſhop of Chartres, We. read of a F7e- t1v9- Car- 
reſy de Inveſtiturd, © That whoever accepted of a Bi- ood Our 
« thopric from a Lay-man, and was iaveſted therewith by 
* the delivery of a Staffe, -or Ring, or ſuch like, was a 
* Heretic; and for that reaſonexcommunicate by Pope Paſ- 
* chal the Second. And an old Maxeſcript which Monſieur * wot in 
* Turet ſaw, fays, That this = Crime, as it is called, of _ i 
In- Y 
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Iwoefiiture was 2d) % Herefie in the Council of Vienxe, 
in the days of Pope Paſchal. Arid yet, ſo different were 


the Sentiments of the Roman Church, that though for the 
moſt part, ſuch B3/Þops, #nd'Pypes wete lookt on as no 
Biſhops; yet Clement the Second, a Saxon, made Biſhop of 
Bamberg by the Emperour Hexry, and after that a Schiſ- 
matical Anti-Pope, is both by Baronius, 'and Binnius, by 
Caranza , and Bucher, by Labbee, and Coſſart reckoned 
among the true Popes. | 

Nor were Schiſmatics otherwiſe dealt with. Pope" Lu- 
cius the Third reordain'd thoſe, who had been ordain'd 


. 2 apull by the Anti-Pope Oftavian ; and of this mind were his 


Morin. ub, 
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Predeceſlors, + Iamnocent the Second, and Alexander the 
'che Third, and this manner of proceeding was allowed of 
in a Sywd at Venice, and in another at Northuſe. 

And after the ſame manner, and for the ſame reaſoris 
were the Ordinations of Biſhops Excommunicate, and De- 


poſed vacated. As to Excommunicate Perſons, it is\the 
Decree of the _ of  Quedlenburg, under Gregory 'the 


Seventh, one of the greateſt of 'their Popes, and ( in the 
Efteem of a certain Society ) one of the greateſt of their 
Saints, that al! the Ordinations, Etc. of Excommunicate Per- 
ſons are adjudg'd to be wid, by the Determinations of 'the 
Popes, Innocent, Leo, Pelagius, Gc.' and if the Orders of 


 Excommunicate Perſons were lookt on as no Orders, much 


more the Ordinations of Perſons Degraded ; of which ſort 
was Ebbo Archbiſhop of Rhemes, who for his Treaſon- 


"able Praftices againſt the Emperour Lows, was in the Sy- 


od of Thionville depoſed ; but under Lothaire, the Son of 
Louis, 'was reſtored by the Suffrage of fome Biſhops, till 
Lothaire was routed, and then Ebbo fled with him, 
Hincmar being, made Archbiſhop in his ſtead , who va- 
cated all the Orders of all the Biſhops, Prieſts, and Dea» 
cons, who had been Ordain'd by £bbo after his Depoſition ; 
becauſe, as Zincmar thought, he had no Power of Ordain= 


ing, 
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(45) | 
ing, ( The As of which Sy»od, faith * Fledoard,were gan-, + 
fined by Pope Benedift ) Particularly , Haldyinus ha; ik "os - 
ving been Ordain'd a Deacon by him, and afterward. a cy, ® 
Precejege by Lupus Biſhop of Chaaloy, it was decreed, | 
that he could not be a Presbyter, becauſe not rightly Or- 
dain'd a Deacon. Ir is true, that Pope Beneditt's Succel- 
for was of another mind, but the Controverſie laſted at 
leaſt twenty ſeven years, ſays Morinus. And it is obſer- 
yable, that this Depoſition ( and conſequently the invalida- 
ting the Orders given by Ebbo) was for Treaſon againſt 
his Prince ; and had all the Popes been Depoſed, who. cis 
ther took up Arms, or incouraged others to do ſo againſt 
the Emperors of the Ea, or Wefi, who were their So- 
4 what a Succeſſion had we had in St. Peter's own 
Chair? | 

Such alſo was the condition of Simoxiacs ( and in what $ 16- 
a taking then were many of the Popes themſelves, who 
bought St, Peter's Chair, cither with Money, or Fawning, 
or other worſe Services unbecoming that See?) For, for this 
reaſon did a Synod at Placenza, under Zrban the Second 
Decree, That whatever relating to Sacred Orders, did but 
ſeem to be acquired by Simony, ould be held as void. And 
Pope Leothe Ninth, ( ſays + Petrus Damiani his Cotempos + opuſcul. 
rary ) did Re-ordain ſome Perſons, who were Simonzacs, 5 
and fo did Pope Gregory the Seventh Ordain in the Fifth Ro» 
man Council; though at laſt the Simony was the ſame with 
the Herefie of hroeſtiture formerly conſidered. 

Such Thoughts alſo had the Church of Rome in farmer 
days of ſuch Biſhops, who were removed from one See to a» 
other. For this was one (and perhaps the moſt material ) 
Reaſon, why the Ordinations of Pope Formoſus were not 
allowed of, becauſe having been formerly Biſhop of Porto, 
+ he afterward accepted of the Papacy, ( contrary alſo to + sigebert 
his Promiſe, and Oath, that he would never ſee Rome ) the 94 An 
firſt Perſon, who having bean before a Biſhop, was _ _ 

2 made 
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* Chron, ade Pope, ſays * Onuphrius. Tt is true, Pope Fohn the Ninth 
pont-2d did in two Councils at Rome, and Ravenna, acquit Forms- 
tin. m. p. Jus, and allow of his Ordinations, but Sergius the Third 
28, who ſucceeded Fohy, again declared them void. © ( And yer 
after this, Pope Gregory the Ninth having been Biſhop of 
{Mabillon. O/fzum, was choſen Pope ; Þ being ſtnce- Canoniz'd, and 
— _— Altars ere&ed to his Memory ) This caſe of Pope Formo- 
ſas was very Famous, as appears by the Books of Auxilius, 
in his Defence ſet out by Morinus, and Mabillon. | 
$ 18, © The Orders alſo of Biſhops made fo per ſa/tum, were of 
old invalidated in the Roman Church ; Thus Pope * Conſtan- 
tine was depoſed by his Succeſſor Pope Stephen,and what Bi- 
ſhops he had made were a new Conlecrated,and that by an 
Order of a Roman Council, while the Pope had forgot, that 
among the Antients, St. Ambroſe, Nefarius, and Exſebius 
of Ceſaria, and probably Syneftus were of Lay-men ſud- 
denly made Biſhops; and that Sergzus Biſhop of Ravenna, 
and Stephen Biſhop of Naples were ſo Ordain'd in after 
+ Auxil. 1, times,as the + Pope Formoſus pleads for himſelf ; and at pre- 
2.4. ordi- ſent a Deacon Cardinal is capable of being choſen Pope. This 
—_— alſo was the caſe of the moſt learned Photius. Pope Adri- 
Patin. in ay in his Epiſtle to /prativs, Patriarch of Conſtantinople, 
—_ afhirming, That, Pres he had no Orders, he could give none; 
and yet, we know not , whither St. Ambroſe, &c. paſt 
t all the inferiour Orders, or whither they were, as I 
ſuppoſe, Ordain'd Biſhops per ſa/tum. 
s -19 Nor was this only the Opinion of thoſe Ages, before 
the School-men hay) perplext Divinity with their DiſtinQi- 
* Defacr. ONS; but * Morinus a few years ago owns ir, ſaying, Thoſe 
Eccl. Or- Popes ſeem tome praiſe worthy, who commanded thoſe Orders 
cin.Þ- 3 to be reiterated, of which- they did ( but ) doubt. And if 
6.5 18. 41n the Opinion of thoſe Popes and Councils, which I have 
cited, No F7eretics,Schiſmatcs,&c. could confer Orders, What 
Succeſſion have they at Rowe, when we can-prove, that 
ſome of their Biſhops were Feretics, others —_— 
t 
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third ſort Simoniacs, &c > This [ have the more large. 
ly proved, to ſhew that FZ7erefie, and Schiſm have been 
thought by the great Men. of that Church to invalidate Or- 
ders, (ev'n by their Popes, and Councils ) and if fince that 
time their Church hath altered her Sentiments, Where is 
their unaltered Tradition and Infalibility , when in one 
Age Heretical Biſhops have been thought uncapable of 
Ordaining, and thoſe who were Ordain'd by them, have 
been Re-ordain'd, while in another ſuch Orders have been 
lookt on as valid, and the Re-ordination prohibited ? 

The veracity of Archbiſhop Parker ( which this Genile- & 20. 
man, $. 2. queſtions) will not be fo cafily blaſted, as he 
imagines, he being, as * Cambden juſtly ſtyles him, Yir * Eliz. an, 
pins, eruditus, & moribus modeſtiſſimis, A Pious, Learned, "55% 
aud moſt Modeſt May, to which CharaQter how a Forger of 
Records can lay claim, I cannot apprehend. The Record 
itſelf is in the Regifry of the See of Canterbury, another 
Copy in Bemnet Coledge Library at Cambridge, and the 
Letter, manner of Writing, and all other Circumſtances 
areConyiQtive, that they are Genuine ; and ſo are they be- 
leved'to.be by the Learned Univerſity of Cambridge, in 
their. 4treſtation of this Record annext to Mr. Brown's La- 
tin Sermons, in Vindication of the Orders of the Church of 
England : beſides the Teſtimony , which Mr. Cambdey 
gives to the Matter of Fat in his Elizabetha, to omit o» 
ther Writers; and yet it is a Rule in the Law, Ir/ſtrumen- 
ta pablica potiora ſunt teſtibus, That publick Deeds, and Re- 
cords are better proof than Witneſſes. And I ſhould be glad 
to ſee ſuch Records of the Ordinations of many of their Popes, 
the manner how, the time when, and'the Perſons, by whom 
they-were Conſecrated; for I take it for granted, my Ad- 
verfary would be hard put toitto produce them. 

And herein I admire the good Providence of Gad, for had 5. 31- 
theſe Records been eras't, or burnt, or fallen into the hands 
of Evil Men, how confident would ſuch Men have been 

then? 
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then 2 But Demonſtration will not convince a Septic, tho 
I would willingly know, how ſuch Records, which we pro- 
duce, can be juſtly ran down with an odd, and ( almoſt )in- 
credible ſtory of the Nags-head Oratination, firſt publiſht by 
Neale, ( who pretended to be preſent) and by him told to 
ſome Engliſh Fugitives , by whom it was communicated 
to Sacrobofco, who made it known to the World ; whileat 
that time there was a Law in being , (25 Hen. 8. cap. 20. ) 
that on the Penalty of a Premunzre, all Epiſcopal Ordina» 
tions ſhould, as it was appointed, be made with all due Cir- 
cumftance. And when Mr. Maſon wrote his excellent Book, 
De Miniſterio Anglicano, The Right Honourable Charles: | 
Howard Earl of Nottingham was alive, who was preſent at 
the Conſecration of Archbiſhop Parker, at th, and 
bore Witneſs to the Truth of it ; (a Teſtimony beyond that 
of a hundred Neals ) nor can a fairer proof of fuch a Matter 
of Faft be juſtly required. Nor ought our Adverfaries be 
* Lib. 6.c- too buſie with this Fiftion, while * Lazzprandus, an Author 
þ of no mean Eſteem, and Name, fays, That Pope Fohn the 
Twelfth was Ordain'd a Deacox in a Stable, and that this 
was atteſted ina Council at Rome, before Ortho the Emperor, 
by John the Biſhop of Narni, and another Fobn a Cardinal 
Deacon. 
$2: But, thoughthe Ordination were made in Lambeth Chape 
pel, yet that the Ordainers were three, nay more than three 
true Biſhops, is denied by this Gentleman, < 2. Where I 
obſerve a fine, and dexterous turn of this my Adverfary, 
which ſavors much of the Feſezte; for in the Paper there 
isno ſuch word as 7rue, it being added by the Animadver- 
ter, asan inſtance of his Integrity. But to gratifie him, I 
will now dare to ſay, That they were three True Biſhops, who 
Ordain'd Archbiſhop Parker, 1t we take the word 7rue, ei- 
ther, 1. For Orthodox, for if they believed all, that 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles delivered to the World, then were 
they as to Orthodoxy Tree Biſhops , though this be not 
iN- 
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indiſpenſibly neceſſary by their own Conceſſions, ſince a 
Heertic may confer true and valid Orders, Or, 2. If we 
call Men duly Conſecrated 7rze Biſhops, they were True 
Biſhops ; for either they were rightly Ordain'd, or the Po- 
piſh Biſhops in England were not ſo; becauſe he, who is Or- 
dain'd according to the Roman Pontifical, will undoubtedly 
be acknowledged to be a true Biſhop, and to have a Pow- 
er ( ſince the Charater is indelible ) to Ordain others : 
But the Biſhops, who Conſecrated Archbiſhop Parker, were 
Ordained by ſuch, as were Conſecrated according to the 
Roman Pontifical, which I ſhall prove. 

The Ordainers of Archbiſhop Parker were, Barlow, Scory, «5 23. 
Coverdale, and the Suffragan of Bedford. As for Barlow, 
weare aſſured, that he was ſucceſſively Biſhop of St. 4ſaph, 
St. Davids, Bath and Wells, and Chicheſter ; that he was 
acknowledg'd a Biſhop by all Efates of Men in the King- 
dom ; that for his Tempora/ties he did Homage to the 
King ; that he ſate in Par/zament among the Spirirual Lords ; 
that he exerciſed the Juriſdiftion of a Biſbop, and ( what 
was the worſt mark of all) alienated ſome of his Mannors 
to the Crown, . though there be no particular Regiſter, by 
whom he was Conlecrated in ZZexry the Eighth time, * * gegiqer. 
more than in general, that he was made a Biſhop in thoſe Cramer. 
Days. But this makes him not the leſs a Biſhop, ſince there * '7* 
is no particular Regiſter of Stephen Gardiner's Conſecrati- 
on, ſays + Mr. Maſon. + P. 35. 

But allowing Barlow to have been no Biſhop, (as the « :,, 
contrary is very plain ) Fer there were Three True Biſhops, 
beſides him -at Archbiſhop Parker's Conſecration. For 
* John Scory was Conſecrated Biſhop of Chicheſter , and * regittr. 
+ Miles Coverdale of Exeter , Aug. 30. 1551. by Thomas Cranmer. 
Archbiſhop of Canterbury, Nicolas Biſhop of Loudon, and * ** 
Fob Suffragan of. Bedford ; and + Fobn Flodgskins was Con- +1b.£ 204; 
ſecrated Suffragan.of Bedford, Dec. g. 29. Hen. the Eighth, 
by Fobn\Biſhop of London, Fobn Bifhop of Rocheſter, and 
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Robert Biſhop of St. Aſaph. Now if it be denied, that 
this Syfſragan was a true Biſhop, I willtake on me to prove 
it, when thereunto required, ( and the manner of his Or- 
dination is a ſufficient proof of it, for he was Ordain'd by 


three Biſhops, as the Canons required ) and if he were not 


a true Biſhop, Where is their own Succeſſion? for * 7hurlby, 
who with others Ordain'd Cardinal Pool, was Confecrated 
by this Suffragan of Bedford : and that Crawmer was a true 
Biſhop , 1 ſuppoſe no man will deny, he being made fo in 
Hen. the Eighth's time ; and + Ridley was Confſecrated Bi- 
ſhop of. Rocheſter, Sept. 5. 1547. by Henry Holbeck of 
Lincoln, John Suffragan of Bedford, and Thomas Biſhop of 
Sidon, beſides the Archbiſhop Cramer ; all which were 
made Biſhops in Henry the Eighth's time, 

And had not Cranmer's, and Ridley's Orders been good, 
What need was there of degrading them, before they were 
burnt for Religion under Queen Mary ? And if fo, then 
either you have no Orders is your own Church, or we have 
as good as you, ſince we derive our Orders from your 
Biſhops, as they from the Apoſtles ; and though we differ 
in very many points of DoCEtrine from our.immediate Or- 
dainers before the Reformatiov, as your Biſhops do from the 
Apoſtles; yet you are of opinion, that Herefie does not in- 
validate Orders. And at laſt this Gentleman- ſeems to me 
to be convinc'd, that our Orders are good, fince in his very 
Title Page he gives the Learned, and Venerable Primate of 
treland, Bramhal, the Name of Biſhop. And now I think, 
I have plainly proved, that Archbiſhop Parker wasOrdain'd 

Three, or more than three True Biſhops ; and my Adver- 

ary, if he will keep his Word , muſt be Erterrally Dumb, 
( as he promiſes, 4 2.) and will not ſcribble again, till he 
hath learnt to write with more Truth, and more Modeſty. 

The third Paragraph treats of Succeſſion, Dofrinal, and 
Perſonal,and tells us, That the Arians had not the Succeſſion of 
Dofrine, (though it is well known, that the Jeſuite —_— 
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hath affirmed, That the Fathers before the Nicene Council, were? 
of their Opinion, though that be not trne, 
for the very word 3wingr (Conſubftantial) | ThisT (ay, to ſor, bow too many of 
was uſed by the Writers of the Church {4 gundamentat of hed 
before that Council; and if the Fathers /irf to the Modern Arians, by an il ma- 
were of the Opinion ofthe Ariavs,then the {16,7 Coaſts and not to give 
Arians wanted not Succeſſion of Doftrine ; contrary to the Socinian Dogmura; and 
and if the Belief of the Trinity hath not ogy me #., — = - 
its foundation in the Foly Scriptures, but ther Innuendo. | 
in Tradition, as moſt of the Romiſh Wri- | 
ters ſay; Then they have both Scripture,and Tradition on their 
ſide ) but they had Sacceſon of Perſons ( which is a plain de- 
monſtration, That Succeſſion of Perſons is not of it (elf ſuffici- 
ent: Nor is it enough to tell us, what they pleaded, they be- 
lieved, but what they believed; for if they believed all things 
neceſſary to Salvation, ( and if they had done fo, the want of 
Succeſſion Perſonal would have done them no harm ) they were 
unjuſtly condemn'd at Nice, having a true Succeſſion of Do- 
Qrine, ( for the Council could not makea new Article of Faith) 
but if they did not believe all things neceſſary to Salvation, 
then were they juſtly condema'd, and the Succeſſion of Perſons 
in ſuch a Communion, is no proof of a True Church. For fup- 
poſe the Fewiſh Prieſthood had been continued down to our 
days by an uninterrupted Szccefion , would that have made 
them ſtill the 77ue Church of God without a Succeſſion of Do- 
arine ? 
I am ſure, that the Antient Church would not acknowledge « 2. 

any Biſhop to be a true Succeſſor of the Apoſtles, till he had 
in his Letters to his Brethren, the Biſhops of the Cathotic 
Church, made a Confeſſion of the True Faith. And this isa- 
greable to what *St. Irenevs ſaith, That we are bound to obey * 1. , c. 
thoſe Presbyters in the Church (excluſive of all others, as I un- 43- 
derſtand the Father ) who have recerved together with their E- 
piſcopal Succeſſion, the certain Gift of Faith, 1, e; the ſame True 
Faith, which their Predeceſſors profeſtz and the ſame + Father + 19.1, z, 
diſproved the Heretics of that Age, becauſe they held not c 2- 
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the DoQrine, or Tradition revealed by the Apoſtles, and pre- 
ferr'd in the Church by the Biſhops thereof in their ſeveral 
Succeſſions : And then ( cap. 3.) fays, He can ſhew ſuch a 
Succeſſion of Perſons, who ſo believed themſelves, and ſo taught 
. * Depre- others ; and therefore * Tertuian requires, beſides the Order 
(eripes of Biſhops, that reaches to the Apoſtles, the Conſangainity of 
Doftrine, as he calls it, z. e. the Belief of the Apoſtolical Do- 
Erine, to conſtitute a True Church : The Fathers generally 
proving their Aſſertions, not becauſe ſuch Men ſucceeded the 
Apoſtles, but becauſe they tanght no other Doftrine,than what 
thoſe Infallible- men delivered to the World. And I wonder 
this Gentleman calls ſo eagerly on us for an unqueſtion'd Ca» 
talogue of our Biſhops in the Order of their Succeſſion, while it 
is more than they can ſhew of their own Popes ; tor cither one, 
or all their Catalogues are true ; not all, tor they contradi&t 
one another ;, and it one only be true, I would fain ſee that one 
ſo teſtified, that all their Authors acquieſce in it. 
$ 28. & And their Learned + Srapleton doth acknowledge, © That 
Fat © asa lawful Succeſſion is a mark of the True Church, fo to 
in ſe qu. 4- * make alawful Succefſion, it is requiſite, not only that a Bi- 
——_>— 4 &« ſhop be lawtully choſen, but that he hold the Faith his Pre- 
membr. 5. * deceſſors did. And if our Adverſaries of the Romiſh Church 
would diſprove us in this point, by ſhewing that we deny a- 
ny Article of Faith, which the Primitive Church held, or hold 
any Article which they denyed, we ſhould be obliged to them ; 
but this I deſpair of, till I can ſee ( as to other Books of that 
kind, ſo) a ſober and judicious Anſwer, as the Work deſerves, 
to the firſt part of the Catholic Ballance, the Author of which 
ſhews, that what is believed by our Church, is all that was 
required by the Antient Church to be believed, and that the 
Romaniſts are the Innovators. 
$ 2 ButlI perceive my Adverſary brings in the Arians, and the 
Council of Nice, either to ſhew us, that General Councils can 
make Articles of Faith, ( which the wiſe men of his Commu- 
nion deny.) or to compare the Proteſtants to the Arians, and 
the Trent Council to the Nicene ; while that at Nice was a moſt 
Vvene= 
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venerable Aſſembly of the greateſt part of tle Chriſtian Bi- 
ſhops in the Roman Empire, Men famous for Learning, Piety» 
and Miracles, ſurmmon'd by the Grear Conſtantine, and who de» 
termin'd every thing according to the Word of God ; © While 
« that at Trent ( asthe* Animadverter on the 8 Theſes well ob- 
«© ſerves) wasa Synod, wanting the greateſt part of the Chri- 
& ſtian Biſhops unjuſtly excluded ; and conſiſting partly of 
« Perſons unjuſtly introduc't, partly of thoſe, who had been 
* firſt bribed with Money, and promiſes of Church Preter- 
«*« ment, or pre-engaged by Oaths to comply with the Ulur- 
* pations of a pretended Spiritual Monarch : And ſo awed, 
that they durſt not determine, what was moſt right, and agree- 
able to their own Sentiments, Reaſon, Antiquity,and Scripture, 
becauſe not allowed of at Rowe, as appears plainly,in that the 
Biſhops, who at the ſame time were Judges, as well as Parties, 
could not be allowed to aſſert the Divine Right of their Office. 

We are told, $ 4. That the Church of England doth not pre- 
tend to Infallibility, and we own it, and lay, That the Church of 
Rome doth but pretend to it, for ſhe hath it nor ; nor are their 
beſt Writers agreed, where to fixt it. As to Skcceſſion of Do- 
arines,we have proved, we have it, and for Succeſſion of Perſons, 
if they have any, we have that alſo, ( for whatever they can 
juſtly ſay, to prove, that they have true Biſhops, that wealſo 
can fay, to prove, that we have true Biſhops, having this be- 


ſides to ſay for our ſelves, that our form of Ordaining is much - 


. more agreeableto Antiquity than theirs) for Cranmer was duly 
Conſecrated, and received the Pa/ from the Pope ; and from 


him, and others of his Cliarater do our Biſhops derive their. 


Succeſſion, as he, and they from their Predeceſſors. And ſince 
this Gentleman requires me to ſhew him the 7ime of the Foun- 
dation of our Church ; if he means of our DoEtrine, at what time 
they came into the World ; We ſay, that it was delivered to the 
Church by Chriſt, and his Apoſtles, and is contained in the Zo- 
ly Scriptures, where their DoQrines have no Foundation; ifas 
tothe Time, when ſhe firſt became a Church, we have as good 
Authority as they have,rhat ever St.Peter was Biſhop of Rome, 
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that the Church of Britain was founded before that on the Sevey 
Eliffs, and 1o is her elder Siſter. And in this Church fo found- 
ed, the Government Eſtabliſkt was Epiſcopal, for I ſuppoſe, my 
Adverſary will not undertake to ſhew, that the Papa/ Supre- 
' macy over this Church was cozvous with it ; for antiently the 
Biſhops of Rome had no Authority here,this Church,as many 
others, being ( aulwipza@-) Independent on any other Juriſ- 
em, 6s, diftion, which Rights were confirmed by the Nicene * Coun- 
' £4], ( which Ordains, that every great Biſhop ſhould confine 
himſelf to his diſtri& ) and by rhe Epheſine Council, which pro- 
hibited in other Biſhops the like Ulurpations, as the Patriarch 
of Antioch would have made on the privikedges of the Cyprian 

Charch. | 7 
$ 31. Nor is his 5. $ of more weight ; for the Weſtern Fathers 
A African Church being reckoned among the Latines ) in- 
anc'd in the Succeſſion of the Biſhop of Rowe, not but that 
r.Other Churches had the fameSucceſſion,and the Greeks, Ne/to- 
rians, Facobites, and other Heretics of the EafF, as your Church 
(over charitably ) calls them, retain a Perſonal Succeſſion to this 
day. Nor, 2. But that a Swcceſſion of Doftrine was held neceſ- 
fary, as well as of Perſons, as1 have already proved. Bur per- 
haps this Gentleman hath Reaſon (as well as his Brethren) to 
contend carneſtly for the Succeſſion of Perſons, while they want 
the Succeſſion of Doftrines, notwithſtanding all their pretences 
- to Antiquity ; their Arguments on this ſubje@& having been fo 
baffled already, that the very New Controvertiſts, the Men of 
Aſſurance, have given up the Cauſe, and by their declining to 
Anſwer ſo many Excellent Books, as have been written on the 

particular points, have ſhewn, they can ſay nothing for them- 

ſelves from Genuine Antiquity ; nor is he ignorant, that ma- | 
ny of their Popes, in whom the Perſonal Succeſſion was fixt, 
have not kept up the Succeſton of DoFrines, that Pope Liberius 
* Romano WAS 3N Arian; Honorius a Monothelite, Vigilius a Defender of 
Cathol, the 7ria Capitu/a, which the Fifth General Council condemn'd, 
pacif. Set. to omit the later Popes, * who, as Barnes, one of their own 
- ok Writers, aſſerts, ſince the Conncil of Conſtance are all Heretics, 
Oxon, ( un» 
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( unleſs perhaps we may except Pope Adrian the Sixth ) be- 
cauſe they pertinaciouſly affirm, That a Pope i not ſubjeft to a 
General Council, contrary to the determinations of that Council. 

Iam ſorry to ſee him faulter, as he does, $ 6. when he diſtin- 
guiſhes between Baptiſm,and the Power of Baptizing, for this will 
not help him out; the meaning of the Aphoriſm Leing no more, 
but this, That no man can confer that on another, which be hath 
not himſelf; and therefore, it he, who is not Ordain'd cannot Or. 
dain, then he, who is not Baptized, cannot Baptize ; now the 
firſt is your Aſſertion, the ſecond ours, and both deduced from 
the ſame Aphoriſm. And fo did the Antients argue, fo did St. 
Cyprian, and Firmilian, &c. * That no Man could Baptize, but 
* he who had the Holy Ghoſt ; now the Holy Ghoſt never de- 
* ſcending on a Schiſmatic (much leſs on an Infidel) therefore 
« the Schiſmatic, whenever he did Baptize, the Baptiſm which 
* he gave, was none in their eſteem. And ſuch were the Ar- 
guments about Orders in their own Church, as I have out of 
Auxilius, P. Nicolas, and others proved, Sef. 12, Is, 18, 
« And whereas my Adverſary would by an /auendo from my 
* inſtance of the Baptiſm of an Infidel allow'd among them, de- 
+ duce my Belief, that Laymen might Ordain ; it was very far 
from my meaning, nor can any ſuch thing, without very hard 
ſtraining, be deduc'd from my words, which I mean, not as a 
plea for our Orders (for we have much better) but as an argu- 
ment that what they obje@ againſt us, lights-heavier on them- 
ſelves ; for if Baptiſm given by an Infidel, be not Baptiſrh (as 
it is none, if the Maxim be true) then probably more than a 
few of their Communion are no Chriſtians. 

In the ſeventh Se. I am called upon to prove a Negative, 
and that ſhews my Antagoniſt's extraordinary acumen, where- 
as it properly becomes him to prove, * That our Saviour did 
« inſtitute a Form of Words, did deliver to the Apoſtles the 
« Holy Veſſels (as the matter of their Prieſthood) and gave 
* them Power to offer Sacrifice for the Quick and Dead ; and 
T would thank him heartily for ſhewing me a Copy of that 
Form of Words ; while ] cannot find any thing of that kind 

in 
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in the Holy Scriptures, nor genuine Antiquity ; but perhaps 
my Adverfary hath ſeen ſome old Ritual, or Ordinal, which 
hath *ſcapt the diligence of Morinus, Cardinal Bona, Thomaſius, 
and Mabillon, the great Searchers into ſuch Writings ; and if 
he hath been ſo happy, for a ſight of any ſuch Writing I would 
alſo heartily thank him : for till then, I, who cannot in mat- 
ters of Fatt believe any thing, but my Eyes, or unqueſtion'd 
Witneſſes, am of the opinion, That that which does not appear, 
i in the ſame "caſe with the things, which have no being : and 
this, I ſuppoſe, a ſufficient Anſwer to that Paragraph. 

But to pleaſe my Adverſary, I ſhall tell him, that more than 
a few Men of their own Church, ſay, That our Bleſſed Saviour 
did not deliver the Patin, and Chalice, nor Inſtitute any pecu- 
liar Words, 1.e. did not Inſtitute the particular Matter and 
Form of Orders. So ſays * Prepoſitus Atrebas, S. F. (his par- 
ticular Name we know not) * That our Saviour Inſtituted »o 
« Matter and Form of Orders, but in general, but that he left it 
* to the Authority of the Apoliles, and the Prudence of the 
&« Church, and that for this reaſon ſeveral Churches had ſeveral 
« Ulages, each chuſing to itſelf fucha viſible ſign, as might im- 
« ply the delivery of the power, which Orders do conter, and 
* ſuch a form of words,as might be moſt ſignificant ; and fo alſo 
* ſays Iambertus, (who proves it by the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, 
and the fourth Counci/ of Carthage)and Philippus Gamachzus,and 
Hallier; and Becanus a Feſuite ſays, that Impoſition of hands 
was the matter of Orders inſtituted by Chriſt, but the Council 
of Florence aſſigned another matter (viz. the delivery of the 
Sacred Veſſels) which their Church makes uſe of ; and Pope 1n- 
nocent the 4th ſays, That the Apoſtles uſed no other Form (for 
that word the Pope uſes, tho I am blamed for it) but Impoſiti- 
on of Hands, and Prayer ; nor do the old Pontificals mention 
any ſuch Matter, and Form of Order, as the Modern ones do. 

[f therefore it appears not, that our Bleſſed Saviour did or- 
dain the Roman Matter, and Form, to be of the Eſſence of Orders, 
ncr does it appear that the Church had ever power to make 
any thing eſſential to a Sacrament (as the Romaniſts _—_ - 

ers 
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ders) which ChriF the Head of the Church hath not made ſos 
I would fain know by what Authority the Romany Church hath 
made this alteration ? And if the Authority be juſt, whither 
other Churches, have not as good Authority to ſtick to the 
Apoſtolical PraCtice, as they to alter it > And it ſo, With 
what Charity, or Juſtice, do they condemn thoſe other Chur- 
ches, who differ trom them in this point > This Argument 
ſwayed ſo much with the Learned Leo Al/atius, Lucas Hol- 
y ſtenius, and Fohannes Morinus, that it ſerved by their Recom- 
mendation, to ſoften the Congregation of Cardinals, and incline 
them to better thoughts of the Orders of the Greek Church, 
Nay, further, if our Form of Ordination be not difagreeable to 
that which our Saviour inſtituted, the Apoſtles praCtifed, the 
Ancient Roman Church herſelf uſed, and to which, to this day, 
the Eaſtern Churches oblige themſelves, by what Power is this 
alteration made ? : 

For it isa good obſervation of Alexander and Bonaventure, $S 37 _ 
(two of the Elder Schoolmen)) that, Que ab homine Ordinata, &c. T” 
| « Whatſoever things are by Men ordain'd, and eſtabliſh'd, may | 
}F *© be changed by Men, but what God hath inſtituted, cannot 
« without his leave be altered ; if therefore our Bleſſed Savi- 
our inſtitured no particular Matter, and Form of Orders to be 
conſtantly uſed, but left it to the determination of every 
Church, then the Church of England hath as much Right to ap- 
point a Matter and Form for Orders, as the Church of Rome, 

(fo that her proceedings herein be not contrary to our Savis 

our's mind) and fo far hath our Mother Church been from 

thwarting our Saviour's, or the Apoſtles Inſtitution, that it to 

this day uſes the ſame Matter which they did, viz. Impoſition 

' of Hands, (according to the Cuſtom of the Fews, who 

by that Rite Conſecrated a Levite, and Conſtituted a Magt- 

ſtrate, as in after Ages it was uſed in the Creation of a Rab4;) 
and tho-the preſent Form, Receive thou the Holy Ghoft, &c, * pe $acr. 
be new, ( for * Morinus ingenuouſly confeſſes, ** That Anti- Eccle Or- 
* quity was wholly ignorant of that Form, that the An- nmrdedes 
* cient Schoolmen, and among them Aquinas, mention it not, Ca »2-p.226 
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* that it came into the Latin Church, not mach above 400 
« years ago, and that there is no ſuch thing in the Greek Church, 
(nor the Churches of the Eaff, to this day) yet our Church 
retains it, the Form implying alſo a Power to Conlecrate the 
Holy Sacrament, with this difference, we (if I underſtand 
our Ordinal aright) only invoke the Holy Spirit, that it may 
deſcend on the Perſon Ordained ; while the Roman Church 
avers, That the Form of Words doth confer the Holy Spirit ; 
between which two Propoſitions, I think, there is a wide 
difference. 

After this my Adverſary makes himſelf very pleafant with 
an Omiſlion of the Tranſcriber of the Plain Anſwer, &c. as if 
the Fault were the Country Miniſter's, and that for that rea- 
ſon he was no Divine, or ſo ſorry a one, as not to know the 
difference between Matter and Form ; but the Corre&t Copy 
now printed is an Anſwer to that Objection, and o all his 
Outcries vaniſh into ſoft Air. Tho, I ſuppoſe, ſome of our 
Adverfaries, when they obje&t to us, That we want a due 
Form of Orders, mean, That we are not duly ordained 
Priefts, (as our Church calls the Office of Ordination, The Form 
of Ordering Biſhops, &c.) and under that general Head ac- 
cuſe us, That we have neither the true Matter (the delivery 
of the Sacred Veſlels): nor the true Form of Words. 

But had I in that fourth Se&ion only mentioned /mpofition 
of Hands, yet without begging his Charity, the Words could 
not well have been underſtood 'of that Impoſition of Fands 
without the Prayers annext, (the very delivery of the Patin 
and Chalice among them, having an immedaate relation to the 
Power given thereby, to make, as they call it, the Body of 
Chriſt ; tor elſe, why are not thoſe Sacred Veſſels given to 
the Deacons at their Ordination, who, tho they cannot con- 
ſecrate, were allowed anciently to diſtribute the Sacramental 
Elements 2 ) and when the Ancients define a Sacrament to 
be a viſible Form (or Sign) of an inviſible Grace ; which Form, 
they tell us, is the Speczes, or thing, that is perceived by the 
Senſes ; I ſuppoſe, they were not fo curious in their DiſtinEti- 
ons, as the Moderns, nor had they reaſon, And 


] 
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'. And whereas this Gentleman makes' fo great'ad6 abour 7; ,... 

Matter and Form in every Sacrament, according to the Lan- 1 
guage of the later School men, he, who hath been conyerfane 

with the. Fathers, and othes ancient Authors, cannot but 

much admire their way-of expreſſing themſclves; for. in the 
Writings of thoſe Venerable Men there is not- a word of 

the Matter and Form of Sacraments, as the Men of this Age * 
underſtand the Words ; the Modern School-men blending all 
Divinity with the Philoſophy of Ariſtotle, who making Mat- 

tex and Form the conſtituent Parts of Natural things, was 
followed by thoſe who applied the DiſtinQion to all Sacra- 

ments, Which are —_— things. Near about a thouſand 

years after our Bleſſed Saviour's Birth, did the Philoſophy of * Topoge. 
Ariſtotle prevail in the Chriſtian School, (and * Fivginger af- Ecclef- O- | 
firms, that it came out of Kate rand bur for 2 handred yp C 
years after that, we hear nothing of this Diſtintion : And 

Morinus ſays, That Guilh. Antiſtiodorenſis, about the Year 

1215, was the firſt who made uſe of it; tho, as the ſame 
Learned Man fays, ſhould we apply all the Phyftca/ Properties 

of Matter and Form to the Sacraments, we [d fall into 

many Abfurdities. The Fathers tell. us of the Sign and the 

Thing ſignified; of the Sacrament, and” the Res Sacraments ; 
of the Sacrament, and the Word of God, that makes it ſo, as 

S. Auſtin hath it ; but not a word is there in their Writings of 

due Matter and Form, as the Words are now underſtood ; their 
Diſputes being about the. Power of the Ordainer, and conle- 
quently aboutthe Charafer of the Ordained: And what are the 

later School-mey, that they ſhould be preferr'd ro the Farbers 2 

And fince the Schoobmen now adzys give -us a Body of $ 4+. , 

Divinity, and help us to underſtand Articles of Faith, upon 

inquiry we ſhall find them to be a Claſps of Divines, who 

have refolv'd to make a League between Ariſtotle and Chriſt, 

and to give the preference to'the Philoſopher, by forcing the 
Chriſtian Do&rines to: ſait' his | Notions, (thd, by rhe by, 
Tranſubſtantiation will never bebrought to agree to the Prin- 

ciples of Ariſtotle) and if a __ Wit be not apt to _ 

| | wy - gui 
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guiſh, or find Differences, or rather, if any one would ſhift when 


E 


he ſhould anſwer, let him ſtudy the School-men, for they can ſlit @ - 
Cummin-ſeed, ſays the wiſe * Lord Bacon; and the ſame wiſe Man 
ſays+, © That when. St. Paul, in the 1 Tim. 6. 20. (according* to 


* © the Vulgar Tranſlation) adviſes Timothy to avoid the profane 10- 


* velties of words, and oppoſitions of ſcience fallly ſo called, that the 
« Words were a Prophecy of the time to come, afligning two 
« Marks of ſuſpeted and falſified Science: 1. The Novelty of 
* Terms ;z and, 2. The Stricneſs of Poſitions, which of neceflicy 
* induce Oppoſitions,—Which kind of degenerate Learning, as 
*rbat Great Man continues his Charafter , chiefly reigns among 
* the School-men. And were I to give Inſtances of their Vanity; it 
would not be unpleaſant ; but I forbear, when I have given you 
account, © That in 'the Council of * Florence, when one of the 
* Learned Men of that Synod had made a Speech, and in it fre- 


'« quently quoted Ari/otle tor his A , 4 Prince of Iberia then 
wr pgs called Syropulas unto him, and ask'd 


him, to what purpoſe 

e ſo often quoted Ariſtotle, ſaying, That he ſhould have quoted 
& St, Peter, St. Paul, St. Baſil, St,Gregory the Divine, St.Chryſoſtome,*c. 
* And thas, ſays my Author, ad the Barbarian ſhew himſelf the 
© better Divine of the two. 

I never ſuppoſed, that our Biſhops were either Heretics, or Schiſ- 
matics, as this Gentleman ſays, Se#. 9. being ready to prove them 
to be neither ; but to ſay, That ſuch Biſhops have not loft their 
indelible Charatter, and fo can confer Orders, is to urge their. own 
Aſſertions againſt themſelves : But his Talent lies in Þmuends's, and 
few good Men make uſe of ſuch Arguments. Nor do I enyy 
him his peculiar Faculty of denying, that the Sun is up at Noon, 
when he cebukes me for ſaying, That the Greeks have been ſent from 
the Seminary at Rome, to be Ordained by Heretical Biſhops in the Eaſf : 
For this alſo their own Authors vouch tor. 

' Thomas @ Feſu, in his Treatiſe de Gentium omnium ſalute procuran- 
da, printed at Antwerp, An. 1613. with Approbation, thus begins the 
Sixth Book, the Firſt Chapter ; Primo, Virus converſionis Grecorum ſtudi- 
ofiſſimis, &rc. © Firlt of all, It ſeemed moſt expedient to thoſe Men, 
«* who are moſt ſtudious of the Converſion of the Greeks, that ic 
** may be granted to the Scholars of the Greek College at Rome, 
*That, when they return into their Country, they may be Or- 
* dained by Greek Biſhops (tho Schiſmatics) in whole Dioceſs they 
* live ; and that without this Method, there is little or no hopes of 
* converting that Nation. (And Gerganw Biſhop of Arta complains 
much, in his Preface to his Catechiſm, of ſuch en, who did the 
| true 
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true Greeks much miſchief.) (3 he who will be at the pains of 

reading the Account which the Learned * Leo Allatize gives of the + ye con. 
College ereted at Rome by Pope Gregory the Thirteenth, will there ſee fend. 1. 3. 
many Inſtances of this nature, many made Archbiſhops and Biſhops <-7- p.985, 
in Greece and Ruſſia, who came from the Seminary at Rome : Of © 
which number, Nicephorus Meliſſenus was made by Raphael Patriarch 
of Conſtantinople, Metropolite of Paros and Naxos ; Y lapbas Azales * 
was firlt made a Monk of St. Baſil's Order, and then a Prieſt ;as Igna- 
tins Minden was made the Recor of the Patriarchal Church at Pera. 

Among whom 1 ſhall give him one Inſtance beyond all Excepti- 
ons, out of a Letter of the Reverend Dr. Baſove, who was upon the 
Place, and ſaw Paiſins Ligarides (Leo Allatius, p. 996. calls him Pan- 
taſeo) who had been bred at Rome, made, Am. 1652. Nov. 14. Me- 
tropolite of Gaza, by the Patriarch of Conſtantinople, then at Feruſalem ; 
Dr. Baſire being preſent at the Ceremony, while Ligarides at his 
Conlecration made a Confeflion of his Faith according to the Be- 
lief of the Greek Church, trampling under his Feet a Picture repreſent- 
ing a City on ſeyen Hills, with an Eagle bicepted ſoaring over it, 
which all Perſons preſent took to reprelent Rome. 

And now I am near the end of my Task, which will ſoon be 
diſpatcht, when I have conſider'd his Tenth Se&;om, about Intention. 
What the Intention of our Church is, in conferring Orders, is well 
known, for an openly-declared Intewtion cannot be hid, while no 
Man can be ſure of the Intention of a private Prieſt ; or if a Man 
may be equally ſure, I ſhould be glad to [ee him prove, that all their 
Bilhops (and among them thoſe whom they call Infalible) intend- 
ed to ordain every Perſon, to whom they gave Orders ; for we 
have been informed to the contrary of ſome great Men of their 
Communion ; ner are their Schoo/men agreed, what ſort of Intention 
is requiſite to give being to a Sacrament. A ® late Writer of that + ,,4;.. 
ſort, gives us an Account of their Diſputes ; Whether an Intention to de Sacram. 
uſe the External Attion, which xs appointed, or an Internal Intention to part 1 c.s. 
do as the Church appoints, be requiſite : Whither a Heretic , or Pagan, Þ: 56,&c. 
who have not true Faith, can h#ve the Intention of doing what the 
Church doth, and of making true Sacraments ? Whether the Intention of doing 
what the Church requires, muſt be limited to the Roman Church, or may be 
meant of any other true Church ? Whither the Miniſter ought to have this In- 
tention, ' while he # pronouncing all the Words, or only m the beginning or 
end of them ? Whither it be requiſite, that this Intention be only babitual, 
or virtual only, or attual * Whither a miſtake in the Intention, - as to 
. Perſon, or Sex, invalidate the Sacrament, as if @ Priett intending ta 
Baptize the Son of Peter, do Baptize the Son of Paul, whither that Ba- 
priſm be not mull ? Whither he, who intended only to Conſecratt Ten Wa- 
fers, and there were Eleven under the” Corporal, did Conſecrate = = 
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charift or not ? (i.e. od te GW ine UW 
crated ? ) Whither, when a Pritft intends 1 Nb dingly ro Chrift's. 
Inftitation, but bath no Iptention to 0” as the Church iy LE ; be 
doth Conſecrare & walid Sacrament ,, of wt ? Whither togerber with »e 
Pig s Intention, an Orchadi of . Faich, and Holineſs of Life be Tet ? 
" And at laft, Whither a B P when be foot. Orders,” and dbes Pen h,' 
and expreſly proreft, That s wat bm y to Ordaty a9 Excommunt- 
cate, -or Irregular Perſon, and afterw oy ray ly doer Lay Hands on - 
ſuch a Perſon whither "the Orders be valid? To which Agudias ati-* 
* ſwers, That the Biſhop does not by that Proteſt ation ined |» to foe 
Orders to thoſe, who are preſent, that he. may exclude rhoſe who” '#re 'un- 1 
der Cenſures , for ſach an Intention were Sacrilegioms; but that" only "be 
intends to probibit ſuch, that they may not offer themiſe toe, and hy he 
will not Ordain an Excommunicate Perſon willing $421 Ur if ſuch Perſons 
witbout his knowledge be Ordain'd, be bath an abſalute brention M5 Or- 
daining them. Which is a very pretty Diſtin@ion; 'atid* by theſe 
Diſputes let any Mah judge, Tow rhe are afſred of che Intention 
of re 4 of their 'Priefts, or Biſhops.” 
$ 45. r all which it would ſeem to. me wonderful, 'that the Gentle-' 
' * man is ſo averſe to our Orders, while other great Men'of his Church 
* Art. 35. are not ſo unjuſt, * Santa Clara itt his Parapbraſe on onr So al- 
lows our Prieſthood to be valid 3 and of his inion AT Father, 
Walſh, in-his Second and Third "Tzcters ro che of Bow, an 


becauſe it be objected, that bot Bolt ney. "were: 
pr ed © th England's Domi » and may' TIS 
+De or theit mention ons more, a'Stratiper - 
. Fat.Calvini 4 German, who being at ficlt 4 Pro, EY th 


Caus4i.C.1 1, 


P.108. Namie and Religion ; he came into England, _- 1668,” ro Oo 


ſerve the ſtate of our Church, and at1a gives her chis Piftimony, 
That by reaſon of ber Cathdlic Ordinations, Sy: a perpetual ons 
of Biſhops, and lawful Sutceſſion of Paſt ors. rectived nad the Chyred 
cup, not call ber Heretical, but only Schiſmatical. And 
were he a Lover of the Peacg of the Chuneb FD, 
| bei ml, ined to ſide with ſuch moderate Men ;. bat” wow 
it, while I know what Order he is of : to all which Vt fa 
That if our Orgerg-be void, and every Biſhop, and Prieft I 
us be not a C ; T delice this Gentleman to i 
Right. Mr. S/. is Vicarage, to which the La Man 
ſhall be Inſticuted hr Induced,” but he-who is 2 Pr 
$ 47- |Andif after all this mi Adverlary be not ſtisfied; yp Hin to 
Anfiver Mr. Meſon ſhop Brambal, Dr. Burnet, or Mr. Brown's 
=_ Printed Sermons on hat ſubje& ; and when he: hath 
through that Task,I ſhall probably find him ſong new Work. 1 
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